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Lunev, 20° die Decembris, 1847- 



Committee of Privileges nominated : 

Mr. Bernal. 

Mr. Williams Wynn. 

Lord John Russell. 

Sir Robert Peel. 

Lord Viscount Palmerston. 

Mr. Goulburn. 



Lord George Bentinck. 

Mr. Hume. 

Mr. G. A. Hamilton. 

Ail the Knights of the Shires. 
Gentlemen of the Long Robe. 
Merchants in The House. 



Ordered, That the Committee do meet on the 7th day of February next, in the After- 
noon, and sit every Wednesday, Friday, and Monday, in the Afternoon ; and all who come 
are to have voices ; that they are to take into consideration all such matters as shall or may 
come in question touching Privileges, and to Report their Opinion thereupon to The 
House, from time to time; "and that the Committee have power to send for Persons, Papers, 
and Records, for their information; and if anything shall come in question touching the 
matter of Privilege of any Member, he is to withdraw during the time the matter is in 
debate. 



Luna, 3° die Julii, 1848. 

SLIGO ELECTION. — Ordered, That the Petition of John Delany, which was pre- 
sented upon the 18th day of May last, complaining of certain Proceedings for effecting a 
Compromise in the case of the Sligo Election Petition, be referred to the Committee of 
Privileges. 

Ordered, That the said Committee do meet upon Friday next. 

Ordered, That the Minutes of Evidence taken before the Select Committee on the Sligo 
Election Petition be referred to the said Committee. 



Veneris, 21° die Julii, 1848. 

Ordered, That the said Committee have power to Report their Observations, and the 
Minutes of Evidence taken before them, to The House. 
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R E P O R T. 



THE SELECT COMMITTEE on Privileges, to whom the Petition of 
John Delany, presented upon the 18th day of May last, complaining 
of certain Proceedings for effecting a Compromise in the case of the 
Sligo Election Petitions, and to whom the Minutes of the Evidence 
taken before the Select Committee on the Sligo Election Petition were 
referred ; 

TTAVE Examined into the Allegations of the Petition referred to them, 
and have directed the Evidence taken by them to he reported to The 
House, together with their Opinion that the Charges against the Parties of 
having committed a Breach of the Privileges of The House have not been 
proved. 

21 July 1848. 



5 26. 



PROCEEDINGS 
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE COMMITTEE. 



Veneris , T die Julii , 1848. 



Mr. W. Ormsby Gore. 
Mr. Ogle. 

Mr. D’lsraeli. 

Mr. Armstrong. 

Mr. Cockburn. 



Prfsent : 



Mr. Headlam. 
Mr. Tailored. 
Mr. Brotherton. 
Sir Robert Peel. 
Mr. Spooner. 



Mr. Tancred was called to the Chair. 

Mr. Richards appeared as agent to support the allegations of the petition ol John 
Delany, and stated, that the election of a Burgess to serve in Parliament for the borough 
of Sligo was now. pending, and that the witnesses necessary to establish the allegations of 
the petition of John Delany were unavoidably absent, and requested summonses for the 
attendance of several witnesses. 

Mr. Coppock was heard. 

Summonses were issued for the attendance of John Delany, William Kelly, Robert 
Peyton Graham, James Walker, and Henry Stonor, esq., to attend on Monday, 17 July, 
at twelve o’clock. 



Lutub, 1 7° die Julii , 1848. 



Present ; 



Mr. W. Ormsby Gore. 
Mr. Wilson Patten. 
Mr. Ogle. 

Mr. Armstrong. 

Mr. Hay ter. 



Mr. Keogh. 
Mr. Browne. 
Mr. Callaghan. 
Mr. Sjieil. 



Mr. Wilson Patten was called to the Chair. 

Letters and affidavits were read from Mr. Robert Peyton Graham, and Mr. James 
Walker, severally acknowledging the receipt of summonses to attend the Committee, but 
containing statements of facts which rendered their attendance on Committee this day 
professionally inconvenient, and praying to be excused until a future day. 

Mr. Lefroy attended and put in a letter signed by John Delany and Dominick Henery, 
addressed to the Right Honourable The Speaker of the House of Commons, and dated 
28 April last, stating that Mr. James Walker was the sole agent having authority to with- 
draw the Sligo Election Petition, bearing their signatures. 

Mr. John Delany was examined. 

Mr. William Kelly was examined. 

Mr. Robert Peyton Graham (who stated that he had been enabled to attend! was 
examined. 

James Booth, esq., examined. 



[Adjourned to Wednesday next, at Twelve o’clock. 
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Mercurii, 19° die Julii, 1848. 



Present : 



Mr. William Oiimsby Gore in the Chair, 



Mr. Keogh. 

Mr. Headlam. 
Mr. Ogle. 

Mr. Armstrong. 



Mr. Heywood. 
Mr. Rutherfurd. 
Mr. Hayter. 



Henry Stonor, esq., examined. 

Mr. James Coppock, examined. 

The Committee deliberated upon their Report. 

Motion made and question proposed, “ That the Committee have examined into the 
allegations of the petition referred to them, and have to report the Evidence to lhe House, 
together with their Opinion, that the charges against the parties, of having commuted a 
breach of the privileges of The House, have riot been proved. —(Mr. llutherfurd.) 

Question put and agreed to. 

Ordered to report accordingly. 
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LIST OF WITNESSES. 



Lunce, 1 7 0 die Julii, 1 848. 
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MINUTES OF EVIDENCE. 



Lunce , 17 ° die Julii, 1848 . 



MEMBERS PRESENT. 



Mr. Armstrong. 

Mr. Browne. 

Mr. Callaghan. 

Mr. Wm. Ormsby Gore. 



Mr. W. G. Hayter. 
Mr. Keogh. 

Mr. Ogle. 

Mr. J. Wilson Patten. 



JOHN WILSON PATTEN, Esq. in the Chair. 



Mr. John Delany , called in ; and Examined. 

1 . Mr. Hayter.'] ARE you a Merchant at Sligo ? — I am. 

2. You presented the petition of which I hold a copy in my hand ? — I did. 

3. Do you personally know anything of the truth or falsehood of the matters 
contained in the petition ? — I do not. 

4. All the statements which are contained in this petition are derived from 
hearsay evidence ? — From hearsay. 

5. It was upon that hearsay you presented this petition ? — It was. 

6. Without your personal knowledge of any of the facts ? — I have no personal 
knowledge of any of the facts. 

7. Who is Mr. Kelly ? — He is a resident in Sligo. 

S. Does he reside there now? — He does ; at least not far from there. 

9. What is his business or profession ? — He has no particular business or pro- 
fession, I believe. 

10. Mr. W. O. Gore.] Is not he a merchant ?— He has been a merchant, but I am 
not aware that he has been in any way concerned for the last two or three years. 

1 1 . Mr. Hayter.] Do you know why he left off being concerned in mercantile 
matters ? — I cannot say. 

12. But he has been a merchant at Sligo ?— Yes. 

13. Was he there a good many years ? — Yes, he was. 

14. As a merchant? — He was, a few years ; I cannot say how long. 

15. Did he ever practise the legal profession in any way? — I believe he was 
studying the law ; I do not think he ever practised ; he never practised to my 
knowledge. 

16. When you say he was studying the law, when was that; was it at the same 
time he was carrying on business as a merchant ?■ — No ; within the last two or 
three years. 

17. In England?— No, in Ireland. 

18. How was Mr. Kelly employed by you in the matter of this petition ?— At 
the Sligo election last time he was entrusted by me to come over with the peti- 
tion, to present it ; that was the first petition of myself and Dominick Henery. 

19. Did you prepare it r — No, Mr. Graham prepared the petition, and Mr. 
Kelly was entrusted to come and bring it over. 

20. Chairman .] Who is Mr. Graham? — He is here. 

21. Is he a resident in Sligo?— No, 1 cannot say he is a resident ; I believe he 
lives somewhere in the county of Sligo ; I cannot exactly say where he resides ; 
he came from Sligo yesterday ; at least he left on Saturday with me. 

0.119. " A 4 22. Mr. 



Mr. J. Delany. 
17 July 1848. 
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Mr. J. Delauy. 22. Mr. W. O. Gore.] Is he an attorney? — Yes. 

23. Mr. Hayter.] Did you personally give any instructions to Mr. Kelly when 

37 July 1848. h e bought over the petition, or did Mr. Graham give instructions? — At a meet- 
ing of the friends of Mr. Somers, it was agreed that Mr. Kelly should come over 
and present the petition ; it was intrusted to him to present. 

24. By you ? — By me and Dominick Henery, who were the petitioners. 

25. Had you known Mr Kelly before ? — I had known him a good many years. 

26. Do you recollect at what time it was that Mr. Kelly came over to England 
with that petition ? — Immediately after the election ; immediately after Mr. 
Townley was elected ; perhaps in the course of a week after. 

27. Do you know whether any written instructions were given to Mr. Kelly as 
to the mode of proceeding with that petition ? — No. 

28. Were any given by yourself? — No. 

29. Did you hear from Mr. Kelly during the time he was in London ; did any 
correspondence take place between you and him? — None. 

30. AVhen did you first hear from Mr. Kelly the matters contained in this 
petition ? — I had occassion to come to London about business, and on my way 
from Sligo I stopped at Dublin, and heard that this money was offered to Mr. 
Kelly. 

3 1 . Mr. W. O ■ Gore.] From whom did you hear that? — I heard it from Mr. Somers, 
and some others of his friends I happened to be with on my way from Sligo. 

32. Mr. Hayter.] Did you see Mr. Kelly when you came to town? — I made 
it my business to call upon him ; we did not credit it ; we did not think the money 
could have been given to Mr. Kelly ; but when I asked the question he told me 
it was the fact. 

33. Did Mr. Kelly tell you that the first application was made by Mr. Cop- 
pock to him, or by him to Mr. Coppock ? — By Mr. Coppock to him. 

34. You have a distinct recollection of that ? — 1 have a distinct recollection of 
it. I asked him when he came into communication with Mr. Coppock. 

35. Are you sure that you cannot be mistaken about that? — There is no mis- 
take in the world; he told me that Mr. Coppock waited upon him at No. 11, 
Shaftesbury-terrace ; that he had never seen him before. 

36. Did he say whether he had ever communicated with him before ? — No ; he 
told me expressly he never communicated with Mr. Coppock before, or even saw 
him, or knew him till he walked into his house. 

37. Did he state the mode in which he made the communication ; did he state 
anything of the manner in which he first addressed Mr. Coppock ? — He did ; he 
told me when Mr. Coppock stated that he came to arrange about the Sligo peti- 
tion, his reply was, that it came on him so unexpectedly he could not have any 
communication with him about it. 

38. Do you know Mr. Kelly’s handwriting? — I do. 

39. Mr. W. O.Gore .] Is that his handwriting ( handing a Paper to the Witness) ? 
— Not at all ; this is not William Kelly’s handwriting. 

40. Whose handwriting is the body of this letter? — I cannot say whose hand- 
writing this is ; it is my signature and Mr. Dominick Henery’s signature. Mr. Kelly 
told me that he waited till it had reached The Speaker before he would consent 
to do anything with Mr. Coppock. 

41. Mr. Hayter .] Are you fully acquainted with Mr. Kelly’s handwriting? — 
Yes. 

42. Does he always write the same description of hand? — He does, always; a 
very peculiar style of writing he has. 

43. Did Mr. Kelly state to you that he had any communication personally with 
Mr. Townley ? — No, not personally with Mr. Townley ; but he told me that Mr. 
Coppock had a letter written by Mr. Townley to hand Mr. Kelly, as a portion of 
the consideration for .withdrawing this petition. I believe the first sum was 
1,000?., and a letter written by Mr. Townley handed to Mr. Coppock to give 
Mr. Kelly, promising him a situation. 

44. Were those statements made to you? — By Mr. Kelly to me. 

45. Mr. Keogh.] Did you say that he took that letter? — No, but the follow- 
ing day he said the consideration was advanced from 1,000?. to 1,500?.; he also, 
showed me two letters written by Mr. Coppock, instructing him to withdraw the 
petition, which I believe Mr. Kelly has. 

46. Mr. W . 0 . Gore.] When you entrusted the first petition to Mr. Kelly, what 
powers did you give him ?— Nothing more than to present it. 

47. He 
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47. He had no power to withdraw it?— No, he had nothing to do but to go 
and present it ; and lest by any possibility it should be withdrawn or compromised 
by any party to the petition, I addressed that letter to The Speaker or The 
Speaker’s secretary. 

48. Chairman .] What was the date at which you handed over the petition to 
Mr. Kelly ? — I should say it was about a week alter the election. 

49. Do you recollect the period of the election?— I cannot exactly recollect the 

period ; it was about a week after Mr. Townley was returned; I think it was in 
the month of April. , . , , , , 

50. On what day was it you charged Mr. Kelly with the possession of that 
petition ? — I think about a week after that. The petition was drafted without 
delay, and as soon as it was drafted Mr. Kelly was entrusted with it, and came to 
London to have it presented. 

51. Can you remember the day? — No ; perhaps a week after; about the 24th 
or 25th ; I cannot say to a day, but I am awaife not more than a week passed 

°' 5*2. Mr. Armstrong .] You heard, you say, of this transaction at Dublin, on 
your way to London ? — I did. 

53. That letter is dated Sligo ? — It is. 

54. Was it written before you heard of it r — It was. 

55. What was the occasion of your mistrusting Mr. Kelly before that? I did 
not mistrust him more than any other person. 

56. The purport of that letter appears to show that he was mistrusted ?— Not 
Mr. Kelly. 

57. Chairman.'] This letter is to this effect ; it is dated 28 April 1 848 ; “ Sir, as 
the petitioners in the above election matter against the return of Charles Town- 
ley, esq., as Member for this borough, we consider it right to state that the only 
person authorized to act in our behalf, as agent for the conducting of the same, is 
Mr. James Walker, of 68, Blessington-street, Dublin, and we request that you will 
have the kindness to have his name registered as such agent, and no other person 
has any authority from us to withdraw the said petition. We have the honour to 
remain, sir, your most obedient servants, John Delany, Dominick Hencry. '' hat 
led you to write that letter ?— It was spoken of that perhaps Mr. Townley or bis 
agents might endeavour to have it withdrawn, and the parties said, Very well, 
it? will be much better to write a letter to say no person has authority but Mr. 
.Tames Walker to do so ; we never supposed that Mr. Kelly had any authority, 
because he was not the agent; it was a very great mistake of Mr. Coppo.ck to 
make us think he was the person ; he had never had any authority. 

58. Was it from any mistrust as to Mr. Kelly? — Never, because he never had 
any authority to withdraw the petition; he was not the agent; Mr. Graham and 

Sir. Walker were. „ T a- a 

50 What led you to believe it was possible that he might withdraw it l— 1 diet 
not suspect at all he would do so. I was asked to sign a letter for the purpose of 
preventing the petition being withdrawn, and of course I did not refuse it ; some 
of Mr. Somers’s friends said it might be compromised, and to guard against that, 
we did so. As to Mr. Kelly, we knew very well that he had no authority to with- 
draw the petition. . , 

60. Did you yourself put the petition into the hands of Mr. Kelly ?— No ; 1 gave 
my consent to it ; it was talked over who should present it, and it was mentioned 
that Mr. Kelly should go. 

61. You are not cognizant of any circumstances which should have led the 
party to mistrust Mr. Kelly ?— No, nor any circumstances which should lead us to 
write that letter, further than that perhaps it might take place. 

62. Mr. Armstrong.] Do you know by whom that letter was drawn up?— No; 
I was asked to put my name to it ; that is all I know about it. 

63. Mr. W. O. Gore.] Had not you heard that certain overtures had been made to 
Mr. Kelly to withdraw it?— Not at that time; I had not heard a single word 
about it at that time ; it was after I had seen that letter, as I was coming to 
London, in Dublin, that I heard those overtures were made. I heard there was 
an offer made to Mr. Jones, to communicate to Mr. Somers, of 5,000/., if be 
would sanction the withdrawal of the petition ; that was before I came to 

Dublin. . t 1 • 1 

64. Mr. Keogh!] Who is Mr. Jones ?— He is a counsellor; a barrister. 1 think, 
it was Mr. Cantwell offered the money. 

0.1,0. A 5 6 5- Who 



Mr. J. Delany, 
17 July 1848. 
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Mr. J. Delany. 
17 July 1848. 



Mr. IV. Kelly. 



65. Who is Mr. Cantwell ? — I believe he was agent for Mr. Townley ; that 
was what first gave suspicion as to the withdrawal ot the petition, that by some 
means or other it would be compromised. 

66. Chairman.'] What were the circumstances which led you to believe that it 
would be compromised r — Having heard this offer made by Mr. Cantwell, through 
Mr. Jones, the barrister, to Mr. Somers. 

67. Who told you of the offer which had been made by Mr. Cantwell ? — It was 
spoken of in Sligo. 

68. By whom ? — By several persons ; Mr. Henery heard it ; we were all talking 
to each other about it. 

69. Was it many days before this letter was written ? — No; immediately upon 

hearing it the letter was written, lest by any possibility it might be compromised ; 
having heard this offer of 5,000 l. made, it was suggested to be desirable to write 
that letter. ^ 

70. Mr. TV. O.Gore.] Did you hear the report from any good authority as coming 
from Mr. Jones? — Mr. Jones told me that an offer had been made of 5,000 l . ; in 
fact, Mr. Jones went to Mr. Somers and offered it to him ; so Mr. Jones himself 
told me ; and he told me that Mr. Somers most indignantly refused it. 

71. Mr. Hayler.] Were there two petitions or one which Mr. Kelly brought 
over? — There were two petitions; one by Mr. Henery and myself against the 
return of Mr. Townley, and the petition by Mr. Somers himself. 

72. Were there two election petitions brought over by Mr. Kelly? — Yes, I 
think there were ; I am not very sure; my petition and Dominick Henery’s was. 

73. Mr. Armstrong.] Was there a petition by Mr. Somers? — I think there 
was. 

74. And there was a petition by Mr. Henery and you, as two of the electors ? — 
Yes. 

75. Mr. Hayter.] You said you had known Mr. Kelly a long while, and that 
he was in business ; what business was he in ? — In the milling trade. 

76. I ask you when he left off business ? — He left off business before I went to 
Sligo, about 11 years ago. 

77. Did not he fail in business? — I think he did. 

78. You do not know it of your own knowledge? — I heard he did. 

79. Did not he fail as a miller ? — I heard so ; I cannot say of my own know- 
ledge that he did ; it was before I went to Sligo. 

80. You do not know that he was in trade of your own knowledge? — I heard 
of his being in trade. 

81. You heard of his being in trade, and you heard of his having failed as a 
miller? — I did. 



Mr. William Kelly , called in ; and Examined. 

82. Chairman.] DO you reside in Sligo? — Yes; not in the town of Sligo; in 

the county I reside. « 

83. You appeared as a witness on the Sligo Election Committee? — I did. 

84. You are the party named in this petition of Mr. John Delany, complaining 
of a compromise attempted to be effected between Mr. Coppock and Mr. Townley 
with Mr. Delany’s agent? — With myself. 

85. Yourself on the part of Mr. Delany ? — Noton the part of Mr. Delany; 
I had no communication with Mr. Delany at the time. I was the party whom 
they presumed to be the agent of Mr. Delany, when they came to make an 
overture to me. 

86. An overture, you say, was made to you in the first instance? — Yes. 

87. Did you make any overture at all? — None whatever. 

88. Neither in writing nor verbally, with any parties connected with Mr. 
Townley ? — Not in any way whatever ; neither in writing nor verbally. 

89. Will you state to the Committee, in any way you please, what took place 
on the occasion when an offer of compromise was made ? — The first commence- 
ment was this : Mr. Walker came over to London ; I received a letter, written I 
thjnk by Mr. Delany, complaining that I had not inserted Mr. Walker’s name in 
the proper office as agent of the petitioners ; I wrote back a reply, stating that I 
was not aware of any office where such a register should be made ; Mr. Walker, 

I think, 
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I think, a day or two after, came to London, and he said we should go down 
and moke inquiry where this office was ; we went down to the Examiner of 
Recognizances’ office ; the Examiner was not there, but the clerk was he said 
he did not think there was any such office, but that if our object was to 
prevent a petition being withdrawn, he thought if we got the petitioners to write 
a joint letter to The Speaker, or The Speaker’s secretary, that that would be quite 
sufficient ; he also stated, at the same time, “ I do not think any unauthorized 
person could do so; for even supposing The Speaker did act upon the letter of 
an unauthorized person, a subsequent petition would make The House letrace 
their steps.” Mr. Walker and 1 came home on that day, and we agreed upon the 
draft of a letter, which Mr. Walker himself wrote and directed, I believe either 
to Mr. Delanv or to Mr. Henery ; and in due course of post the letter, signed 
bv the petitioners, came back to The Speaker’s secretary. I think that was on 
the 26th of April, and I think on the 1st of May the letter was received by ihe 

Sl qo kL MV/^O. y G'ore.] That you heard l — I called on The Speaker’s secretary 
on the 1st of May, and he told me lie had that morning received such a letter; 
he produced that letter to me when I called. 

01. Do you remember the day on which Mr. Walker came to you, saying t 
would be desirable for such a letter as this to be written by Mr. Delany and 
Mr. Henery ’—Mr. Walker was in town a day or two before. 

92. What was the day on which you or Mr. Walker called on Mr. Delany to 
write such a letter f — I think it was the 26th of April. 

99 Do you know whose writing that is (handing a Letter to the Witness) . No, 

I know the signatures of Mr. Delany and Mr. Henery. I think it is the writing 

° f L W You°are sure it is not Mr. James Walker’s?— No, it is not Mr. Walker s 
writing: the draft was in Mr. Walker’s writing, and I presume this ,s. a copy- 
made from it. The day on which the draft from winch that was copied was 
drawn, Mr. Walker and I were sitting in my parlour in Shaftesbury-terraee and 
Mr. Mackenzie, an engineer, passed by, with whom Mr Walker said he had 
some business, and he went out to speak with him. While lie was out a gen- 
tleman called, and had some conversation with the servant m the passage, and 
she came in with Mr. Coppocks card. v 

95. Was that the first interview you had with Mr. Coppock r — 1 es. 

06. On what day was this ? — On the 29th. T . , 

97. Mr. Armstrong.] When was that draft of Mr. Walker s written ?-I think 
on the 26th of April ; I cannot speak positively to it. 

08. Your first interview with Mr. Coppock was on the 29th r— Yes; Mu Cop- 
pock came into the room almost immediately with the servant, and he sat down 
I believe I was standing. I did not know at all who Mr. Coppock was I looked 
at his card, and I said 1 had not the pleasure of knowing him ; nor did h.s card 
afford any due to who lie was or what h.s business was. He then stated that ne 
was Mr. Coppock, the Parliamentary agent, and that he called on behalf of Ml. 
Townley lo see what I was about to do with the petitions. I said ot course we 
were about ,0 prosecute them. He said, “ I think it is a foolish thing for ■you .to 
do - Mr. Townley will make a much better Member than Mu Somers. 

So triers is a very objectionable man ; he is a man with no weight or influence 
I would recommend you to settle those petitions; and if you and I are ^clever 
fellows, we can settle those petitions in the room. 1 J° d hl “. ‘ w “ “™ ;d 
extraordinary and unexpected proposition, that 1 should lake time to c0 " s * 
what 1 would do. If Mr. Walker had not been m town or any pe.son with whom 
I could have had immediate communication, 1 w0 ““ ■ ' %„ P foon to 

any further negotiation with Mr. Coppock ; but as R u a - ronnnek 

be back, I thought that no harm could be done by me^y telling Mi. Coppo^ 
that 1 would give the matter some consideration, and call upon nun the next day 
Mr. Walker came in in a very few moments afterwards, and I handed him Mr 
Connock’s card and said, “ 1 have had a visit from that gentleman He did 
not know who he was either. I told him, “ lie is Mr. Coppock, the Parliamentary 

° S 99 - Mr. Keogh.] Was that while Mr. Coppock was in room ?^No Mr 
Coppock had gone ; lie did not know who he was. 1 then told Mr ft alker 
nature of the interview, and after some consideration lie said, If the interest ^ 
the petition will not be compromised, nor the independence of Sligo, 1 do nog 
O.U9. ” 
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what harm can result, and perhaps some good may result from your seeing Mr. 
Coppock. But,” said he, “do let nothing definite be done at all events; be 
very guarded and cautious indeed till the petitioners send back that letter which 
we have dispatched.” I made an appointment, I think, with Mr. Coppock, for 
some hour the next day, and I called upon him the next day at his own house. 

100. That would be the 30th ? — Yes. 

101. You called on Mr. Coppock? — Yes, I called on Mr. Coppock ; and then 
I asked him what did he propose to do, for he made no distinct proposition at the 
first interview, further than saying that they ought to be settled. I asked him 
then what he proposed to do. 

102. Where was this? — At Mr. Coppock’s own office, at 3, Cleveland Row. 
He said, “ If you enable me to have those petitions withdrawn I shall give you 
1,000/. ; and as I know, your object in interfering with politics is to get a Govern- 
ment appointment, I shall get Mr. Townley to write a letter as strong as possible 
to you, pledging himself to give his own influence and that of his brother, the 
Member for Beverley, and Lord Camoys, to get you a Government appointment, 
and I will give you 1,000 Z. besides.” “ How is -that to be done?” said I. Said 
he, “ It is very simple ; I will write you two drafts of letters, which you will copy, 
and hand back to me signed, and then I shall perform my part of the bargain.” 
I read the letters, but I said, I was not then prepared to copy them for him. 
“ But.,” said I, “ let me take these letters with me, and I will call upon you to- 
morrow.” These are the letters {producing the same). 

103. Mr. Armstrong.] Were those drawn up by Mr. Coppock or by you? — 
By Mr. Coppock. 

104. Mr. Keogh.] Did you see them drawn up? — Yes ; he was standing on the 
opposite side of the desk. These are two cards which he left ( producing the 
same'). I said I should take them away and give the matter some further consi- 
deration. My reason for doing so was, that if I signed them then I thought I 
might have done harm, as the Utter from the petitioners could not have arrived 
till the following day. I took them with me and agreed to meet him the following 
day. Before I kept my appointment with him on the following day, I went to 
the office of The Speaker’s secretary, and asked him if he had received such a 
letter, and he showed me the letter ; I then went to Mr. Coppock. 

105. You went to The Speaker’s office ; did you see the letter there ? — Yes ; in 
the morning, after seeing that letter, I went back to Mr, Coppock, and I told 
him then that I was prepared to come finally to terms with him. 

106. You saw from that letter that you could do no harm to the petitioners, not 
being the recognised agent? — Yes. 

107. You had had all prepared beforehand? — Yes ; I saw the letter before I 
went to Mr. Coppock, and seeing that no authority from me could withdraw the 
petition, 1 went to Mr. Coppock to see him. I was anxious, from the way in 
which Mr. Townley acted at the election in Sligo, to try and see if he was impli- 
cated in the matter. There was one part of the arrangement, on the 1st of May, 
which I forgot to mention ; I went back and told him that with regard to the 
terms I had changed my mind. 

1 08. Where was that ? — In Mr. Coppock’s house ; he showed me a letter from 
Mr. Townley, promising me a Government appointment. 

109. A letter in Mr. Townley’s own handwriting ? — I could not swear positively 
to that. I brought this letter with me, which was a letter directed from Mr. 
Townley to Mr. Somers, to satisfy myself if possible as to the identity of the hand- 
writing. I could not swear positively that it was in Mr. Townley’s handwriting. 

110. Chairman.'] Which letter are you alluding to? — The letter put into my 
hands by Mr. Coppock, pledging himself to give me a Government appoint- 
ment. 

m. When was that ? — On the 1st of May. He said, “ Have you brought the 
copies of those letters ?” He said, “ Here is Mr. Townley’s letter,” putting it into 
my hand, “pledging himself in the strongest possible way to give you a Govern- 
ment appointment.; to get his brother and Lord Camoys to use their influence to 
have you appointed.” I said I had changed my mind as to that ; I said I would 
waive the letter and increase the money consideration ; I said “ Make the money 
terms 1,500 Z. and I will give you back the letter.” 

1 1 2. Do you mean to say that letter was put into your hands to keep ? — The 
letter was put into my hands written by Mr. Townley, I believe. I cannot swear 
positively as to his handwriting, though I believe it was. Here is a letter from 

Mr. 
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Mr. Townley, written at an early date ; and I have brought this letter with me to 
compare the handwriting. Mr. Coppock was to hand me the letter pledging 
himself to give me a Government appointment, and lest that might not be a 
genuine letter I brought this with me to compare the handwriting; at least I had 
the letter before me ; I did not absolutely compare them, but I looked at both. 

113. Mr. Keogh.] How do you know that that is Mr. Townley’s handwriting? 
— I do not know it positively', as I said before. 

114. Mr. W. O. Gore.] From the similarity between them, do you take this 
letter to be in Mr. Townley’s handwriting? — There is a great similarity. 

1 15. When you called on the 1st of May, did you produce copies of Mr. Cop- 
pock’s drafts of the previous day ? — Yes ; 1 had copies of his letters with me. 

116. And you signed them? — Yes, but I did not take them to Mr. Coppock at 
the time; we agreed to meet at Bellamy’s dining-rooms at the House of Commons 
in the evening, at seven o’clock. I dined there ; Mr. Coppock did not dine 
there; he came there somewhat after seven ; I think it was nearly half-past seven. 
He proposed that we should adjourn to FendalPs Hotel. 

117. Mr. Armstrong .] Nothing was signed at that meeting? — No; there 
was no exchange of money or documents of any sort. 

1 18. Mr. IV. O. Gore.] The next proceeding was, that you met at Bellamy’s? 
— Yes; and then we adjourned to Fendall’s Hotel in Palace-yard. 

1 19. That was the same day? — Yes, in the evening; just half an hour after- 
wards. 

120. Were you alone in the room with Mr. Coppock ? — We were alone at our 

table, but there were other parties in the room ; it was in the public coffee-room ; 
he asked me to drink some wine ; I did not have any. He then said he did not 
wish himself to be the party directly in communication with The Speaker, and he 
wanted me to have Mr. Baker, the Parliamentary agent, as an intermediate 
person. I declined having Mr. Baker. He then asked me to write a letter 
directly from myself, and instead of a draft of this letter, lie copied another letter, 
of which I gave him a copy, writing directly myself to The Speaker. He did not 
wish that he should be the party writing, but he asked me to write to The Speaker. 
1 did write the letter directly to The Speaker myself. Eventually it was not 
either of those letters which was presented to The Speaker. It was a copy ot a 
letter which he drafted at Fendall’s Hotel, which was put into my hands when I 
was examined before the other Committee, writing to The Speaker to withdraw 
the petition. He then gave me the notes ; they w ere in half notes, and I called 
to see the halves, which I compared, to see that they were the proper halves, and 
that the numbers corresponded. He asked me then to wait 10 or 15 minutes ; I 
said, “ Certainly.” He went away, and I w aited for considerably more than half an 
hour ; and I was in the act of getting letter paper, and a pen and ink, to write a 
letter, leaving it with the waiter there, stating that I could not wait any longer, 
but that he would find me at my lodgings, when Mr. Coppock came in. He said, 
“You have no authority to withdraw the petition; here is the petition of Mr. 
Somers ; give me back the money.” I instantly gave him back the money. I 
then went down to the House, and got Mr. Morgan John O’Connell to present 
the petition. . . 

121. Another petition? — Yes; the second petition; there were two petitions. 
In a few days after, I cannot tell precisely what day, Mr. Coppock called and left 
his card again ; I did not see him, nor did I see him subsequently, to have any 
communication on the subject. That is, I believe, the history of the entire 
affair. 

122. When you were at Fendall’s Hotel, and Mr. Coppock had left you, did 
you remain in the public room all the time? — Yes, at the same table. 

1 23. You did not go to any private room ? — No ; it was in the public coffee- 

toom. _ - 

124. So that you might have gone away at any time? — I presume so; 1 did 
not make any attempt to go. From a question of Mr. Serjeant Kinglakes, it 
would appear that there was a policeman stationed at the door. I am not aware 
that there was. I stayed at the same table. The coffee-room is in two compart- 
ments ; I was in the compartment w hich looks toward the House of Commons ; 
I sat at the extreme end of it; he did not come for upwards of half an hour; I 
should think it was three-quarters of an hour. 

125. You did not show the notes to anybody, did you, while they were in your 

0 n q b 2 possession ? — 
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Mr. TV. Kelly, possession ?— No ; I had no conversation from the time Mr. Coppock left me till 

he came back. I did not know any one in the room. 

17 July 1848. 12 6. Did you take the numbers of those notes ?— I did not take them in 

writing; I compared the numbers at the time, to see that the halves cor- 
responded. 

127. Do you recollect the numbers? — I could not state the numbers positively; 
it was my intention, when I called for a pen and ink to write a note to Mr. 
Coppock," to have taken the numbers in writing ; but not having had pen, ink, 
and paper, I did not take the numbers in writing. 

128. Mr. Hayter .] Where do you reside? — No. 11, Shaftesbury-terrace, 
Pimlico. 

129. How long have you resided there? — With the exception of the time 
I was over at the Sligo election, before the one which has just terminated, I have 
been living there since December. 

130. What is your business or profession ? — I am a law student. 

331. Have you ever been in any other business? — Yes ; I have been in busi- 
ness ; I have been engaged in trade. 

132. Where? — At Camp Hill, within five miles of the town of Sligo. 

133. What trade did you follow ? — I was unfortunate in business, and I did 
not resume business. 

134. How long ago is it since you were unfortunate in business? — I think it 
was in 1841. 

135. Have you been a law student ever since ? — I think it was very soon after- 
wards: I think it was the latter end of 1841 or 1842 that I first entered my name 
in Queen’s Inn, Dublin. 

136. And you are still studying the law? — Yes, I am a student still; I am 
entitled to be called to the Bar now. 

337. Do you know a gentleman of the name of Peyton ? — Yes. 

338. Where does he live ? — At Springfield, in the county of Roscommon, he did 
live, which is the residence of his father. He is now an officer in the 87th Fusiliers. 

139. When did you see him last? — He came to attend a levee of Lord Fitzroy 
Somerset’s about three weeks ago, and I saw him then. 

340. Were you in continual communication with him about this, some time in 
April? — No, I was not. 

343. Did you never see him in April? — Yes, I did. 

342. Had you many communications with him in April ? — Very few. He resided 
some time in Bedford-place ; he then went to reside with his uncle, His uncle 
took a place in Herts. 

343. Who is his uncle ? — Mr. Peyton is the name, at Goldington Park. 

344. Does any one else live at Bedford-place, except Mr. Peyton? — He was 
only a lodger there. 

345. Does Mr. Walker live there ? — No. 

346. Does Mr. Walker lodge there ? — No. 

347. Did he lodge there? — I am not aware of it ; I think he never did lodge 
there. 

348. Did you at that time live at Shaftesbury-terrace? — Yes. 

349. Did Mr. Peyton know that you lived there? — I should think he did. 

350. When you say you should think he did, do you mean to say that he cer- 
tainly did, or that perhaps he might, or he might not? — He must have known it, 
except from the fact of my having gone to the Sligo election and come back again. 
He might not have been aware that I came to lodge at Shaftesbury-terrace. Except 
for that fact, he was certainly aware that I was living there. He knew that I had 
been living there up to the time of my going over to the election. 

351. About the latter end of April did Mr. Peyton know that you were living at 
Shaftesbury-terrace? — I came over from Sligo, I think, on the 35th, and I think 
I was in London on the 1 7th, or the morning of the 3 8 th. 

352. I ask you now to recollect whether you do not know that Mr. Peyton was 
well acquainted with your residence at Shaftesbury-terrace at that time ? — At the 
time I left London he was perfectly well acquainted with it. 

353. I mean at the time you came back? — Yes, at the time I came back he 
waited on me: there. 

354. During the whole time of this transaction, was not he perfectly well 
acquainted with your living there? — .Yes. 

155. Was not he frequently there? — No. 

156- 1 
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J,6 I must remind vou that you were asked this question before the Sligo 
Election Committee: “ I will ask yon whether Mr. Peyton had any knowledge 
that you were to be found at 11, Shaftesbury-terrace ; did he know where yon 
were to be found 1” You reply, “ He was constantly coming in and out ?— 1 do 

not think he was. . , . ; 

1*7. “ Constantly coming in and out” was your answer; is that truer Not 
constantly ; it is a wrong word ; he frequently came in and out of my lodgings. 

158. You might as well have said in the first instance he was perfectly aware of 
it?— He knew it, except from the fact of my shifting my lodgings. 

, c Q> Mr. IV. 0 . Gore .1 Do you mean he was constantly coming in ana out 
previously to your going over the water, or afterwards ?— Previously to my going 
over to the election ; afterwards. he called upon me frequently. . . , 

160. Mr . Hay ter.] Did not this answer which you gave, and which I have 
read to you, refer, not to the Sligo election, but to the period during which the 
petition upon the Sligo election was going on ?— The petition was presented upon 
the i gth ; I only reached London on the morning of the 18th or the evening of 
the 17th, and there could not have been many constant visits in that time. 

161. Did not your answer, that “ he was constantly in and out of 1 1, Shattes- 
bury-terrace, in the evidence which you gave before the Sligo Election Committee, 
allude to the time when you were engaged in these transactions with regard to the 
election petition ?— Upon my word I cannot answer the question positively 

162. With reference to that time, was he constantly coming 111 and out . bie- 
quently lie was coming in and out, till he removed to Goldington lark. 

i6q. Have you ever been familiar with Mr. Peyton? \ es, I have. 

164. Do yon know his handwriting? — I could not speak to it positively ; 1 

l ' 165. Will you look at that {handing a Paper to the Witness ) r I do not think 

166 Are you so conversant with his handwriting as to say, accordin 0 to the 

best of your knowledge, it is not his handwriting?— It is not, to the best of my 

kn i6^ d fsth>t ( another Letter) ? — I do not think either of them is his handwriting. 

I saw a letter of Mr. Peyton’s within the last two days, and I do not think they aie 

his handwriting. , , , c , 

168. When Mr. Coppockcame to you, you stated that he came for the purpose 
of recommending you to withdraw the petition P- To settle the petition. 

160. And that proposition was one completely unexpected on your pait.— Yes. 

170. Did Mr. Coppock show that letter to you when he came to you to with- 
draw the petition? — Mr. Coppock showed me no letter whatever that I recollect. 

171. Have vou such a distinct recollection of what took place there as to say 
that Mr. Coppock did not show to you this letter ?— He showed me no letter at the 
first interview ; the first letters he showed me were the drafts of the letters which I 

^172.' Do vou know where Mr. Peyton is now ?— I believe lie is at Goldington 
Park. I saw a letter from him on Saturday, saying he was to be gazetted to the 
87th Fusiliers the next Gazette. . , . . . « 

170. You stated that after this communication had taken place between you and 
Mr. Coppock, you communicated it to Mr. Walker, and Mr. Walker knew nothing 
about Mr. Coppock?— I handed to him his card, and Mr. Walker said he did not 
know who Mr. Coppock was. . n 1 

1 74. What was the first proposition that was made to you by Mr. Coppock 
with respect to this matter ?—£. 1,000, and a letter from Mr.Townley. 

17^. Was that made upon your first interview? No. • 

176. Upon the second interview ? — Yes; the first interview m Mr. Coppock s 

° ffi i77 Had Mr. Coppock mentioned to you previously anything about a place 
under Government?— At the first interview there were no terms at all mentioned, 
except that he said we ought to settle these petitions. . 

178. How many interviews did you have with Mr, Coppock. with respect .to 
the matter. First of ail, there was the first interview, ill which you say no pro- 
position was put forward; then there was another, in which a proposition was 
made r - Yes, at his own house ; and on a subsequent day there was an interview 
at his own house, and then the interview at the dining-rooms, and the interview 
at Fendall’s Hotel. A . 

0.119, ' B 3 ’79- At 
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Mr. fl\ Kelli/. 179. At which interview was it it was said that Mr. Townley would get you a 
place under Government? — That was the second interview. 

17 July 1848. 180. A n( j that was the time he showed you Mr. Townley ’s letter ? — No; it 

Was at the third interview, I think, he showed me Mr. Townley’s letter. 

181. Upon that occasion you changed the proposition from 1,000/. to 1,500/.? 
—Yes. 

182. That was at your instigation? — Yes. 

183. What precise days was that on ? — As well as I can recollect, they are set 
forth in the petition ; on the 29th and 30th of April and the 1st of May. 

184. When did you communicate to Mr. Walker the whole of these transac- 
tions? — Mr. Walker, I think, left town for Dublin on the 29th of April. 

185. That was after the proposition had been made by you ?— After Mr. Cop- 
pock’s first interview with me in Shaftesbury-terrace. I cannot tell precisely the 
day on which Mr. Walker left ; he left between that, I know, and the beginning 
of May. 

186. Did you up to that time make any communication to him in reference to 
this matter? — Yes. 

187. On what day? — I wrote to Mr. Walker every night. I communicated to 
him in about half an hour after my first interview with Mr. Coppock. 

1 88. You say there were no terms proposed at that time ? — No ; it was merely 
a general conversation. 

189. Next day there was a distinct proposition ? — Yes. 

190. That you communicated to him ? — I wrote every evening to Mr. Walker, 
at Dublin, stating what I had been doing; and I also wrote to Mr. Somers, and I 
also wrote to Mr. Graham, who was associated with Mr. Walker in the conduct 
of the election at Sligo ; and I also wrote to one of the petitioners, Mr. Dominick 
Henery, in Sligo. 

191. You did not at all repudiate the payment of this money? — Not at the 
time I did not repudiate it. I was determined, when we had written that letter 
which has been produced here, that I would go the entire length with Mr. 
Coppock. 

192. You did determine that you would go the entire length ? — Yes. 

193. What do you mean by going the entire length? — Receiving the 1,500/. 
and giving the letter to The Speaker. 

194. You know, that although you made the proposition to withdraw the peti- 
tion, the petition could not be withdrawn upon your signature ?— Yes ; I would 
give him no distinct authority till I was perfectly satisfied that the authority 
would not be regarded by The Speaker. 

195. Till you knew that, you did not receive the money ? — No, I did not. 

196. And having ascertained that, you thought you could safely receive it? — 
Yes. 

197. You wrote a letter to The Speaker to withdraw the petition, although you 
knew that that was a false statement? — Yes, 

198. Then you were not very honest in the transaction itself? — Perhaps you 
do not think so. I did not mean to be dishonest ; if I had, I should have kept 
the money. 

199. Did any one suggest this to you before you came over? — -No, I had not 
the slightest conception of it till Mr. Coppock waited on me. 

200. How came you in possession of that letter which you say was Mr. 
Townley’s ? — It was written to Mr. Somers ; at that time I was living with Mr. 
Somers ; he was living in Shaftesbury-terrace, This is prior to the last election 
petition, the election petition which was presented on behalf of Mr. Townley and 
Mr. Ball against Mr. Somers ; I was living at Shaftesbury-terrace at the time. 
Mr. Townley endeavoured to conceal the fact that he was promoting a petition 
against Mr. Somers ; but still we had some indirect proofs that he was supplying 
the funds, and Mr. Somers wrote to Mr. Townley, remonstrating with him for 
doing such a thing against a person of his own party, attached to the Whig 
Government, and that was the reply which was received, 

201. And Mr. Somers gave you that letter ? — Yes. 

202. That was the letter you took with you in your hand at the interview with 
Mr. Coppock ? — Yes. 

203. Is that the only time you have ever seen Mr. Townley’s handwriting? — ■ 
It is. 

204. And you do not undertake to say that that letter which you saw was Mr. 

Townley’s 
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Townley’s handwriting? — It was like it; I do not know that it was his hand- 
writing. 

205. Do you know a person of the name of Bertie Ambrose ? — Yes. 

206. Is that his writing (a Card being shown to the Witness )? — Yes. 

207. Where is he Jiving? — At No. 19, Denbigh-street. 

208. Is that his handwriting (a Memorandum being shown to the Witness') ? — 
Yes. 

209. And that ( another Memorandum) 1 — Yes. 

210. Will yon look at the handwriting of this ( a note) ; is that Mr. Ambrose’s 
handwriting? — 1 think it is ; I am not quite certain. 

211. I wish you to be particular with respect to the dates, because something 
may turn upon them. You have stated the dates to be the 28th, the 29th, and 
the 30th of April, and the 1st of May, have not you ? — I do not think I stated 
the 28th at all. 

2 12. Will you be precise as to the dates on which you had the interviews with 
Mr. Coppock ? — From my recollection I can only state what I have already given 
to the Committee; my recollection is the 29th of April. 

213. What took place upon the 29th ?— The 29th of April was an interview at 
my own house. 

214. The first interview? — Yes. 

215. Upon that evening you saw Mr. Walker? — Yes. 

216. On the 30th what passed ?— I then saw Mr. Coppock at his own house. 

217. And then you wrote to Mr. Walker? — Upon the evening of that day I 
wrote to Mr. Walker, if he had left town ; I am not sure whether he had left 
town. 

218. Do you know whether he had or not ? — To the best of my recollection he 
left town on the evening of the first interview with Mr. Coppock. 

219. You are sure that that was the day upon which you had the interview with 
Mr. Coppock? — Yes, as far as I can recollect. 

220. The 30th was the next interview ? — Yes ; the 3°fh, I think, was on 
Sunday. As well as I recollect, the 1st of May was on. a Monday. 

221. Perhaps that will fix it more distinctly that it was on the 30th that you 
had the scond interview with Mr. Coppock? — Yes. 

222. Mr. Keogh.~\ Why did you call upon Mr. Coppock upon the 30th of 
April?— I made an appointment with him the day upon which he called upon 
me; that was the 29th ; I stated then that I should take some time to consider 
the proposition ; and 1 agreed to meet him the following day at his own house, 
which was the 30th. I told him I would meet him at his house. 

223. He had then made you no distinct proposition ? — Not at the first inter- 

view. „ 

224. Then anything said as to the money was after the 29th ? Yes. 

225. And after that you called upon Mr. Coppock t — Yes. 

226. Why did you change the offer ; you say the first offer made by Mr. Cop- 

pock was, to give you 1,000 l. and a situation ; why did you suggest that, the 
money should be increased from 1,000/. to 1,500/., if you had no intention of 
carrying that out ? — I was shifting the terms in order to have time for the arrival 
of that letter. . 

227. That was the object with which you changed the sum ? As to the distinct 
object I cannot just tell you now ; but I always had some new proposition to make 
to him at each interview. 

228. When was it you suggested the alteration in the terms proposed ?— 1 have 
stated it was upon the 1st of May ; I think it was. 

229. Are you quite certain that it was upon the 29th Mr. Coppock first called 
upon you? — Yes, I am certain it was. 

230. Are you perfectly certain of it ? — As far as my recollection will serve me, 
I am ; 1 think there can be no doubt about it. 

231. When Mr. Coppock did call upon you in the first instance, did he pro- 
duce to you those letters, which appear to be signed by a person of the name of 
Peyton? — No. 

232. Are you sure of it? — I am. 

233. Did he tell you there were such letters in existence ? — No. 

234. Are you certain of that ?-- 1 am ; I was not aware they were in existence 
till they were put into my hand. 

0.119. B 4 235. How 
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235. How dicl he introduce himself to you ? — He sent in a card by the servant, 
and he came in almost with the servant, and sal down immediately. 

236. Who commenced the conversation r — I looked at his card ; I was standing 
in a dressing gown, and he sat. down ; and I said, “ I have not the pleasure of 
knowing you, nor does that card afford me any clue as to who you are, or the 
nature of your business.” 

237. How did he commence the conversation ? — He said, “ l am Mr. Coppock, 
the Parliamentary agent, and my business here is on behalf of Mr. Townley, to 
see what you are going to do with those petitions.” 

238. He said he was the Parliamentary agent for Mr. Townley ?— Yes. 

239. Did he make any allusion to any letter or communication which had been 
received by him or Mr. Townley ? — None whatever at that time. 

240. Or any subsequent time ? — No. 

241. Did he at any of the interviews show those letters purporting to be 
signed by Mr. Peyton ?— Never to me. 

242. Nor allude to them ?— No. I never saw either of them till they were put 
into my hand by Mr. Serjeant Kinglake. 

243. Did he allude to those letters which had been written to Mr. Townley? — 
No, not to me, 

244. In any of the interviews ? — Not in any of the interviews to me, cer- 
tainly. 

245. He gave you 1,500 1 . you say ?— Yes. 

246. What description of notes were they ? — He gave me one 1,000?. note, 
one 200 1 ., and three 100Z. notes. 

247. How long were those notes in your possession ? — During his absence. 

248. How long might that be? — Three quarters of an hour I should think it 
was ; over half an hour, certainly. I was getting tired of sitting, and I was about 
calling for pen, ink, and paper to write to him. 

249. You gave back the notes ?— Instantly. 

250. Were they Bank of England notes? — They were. 

251 . Did Mr. Coppock ask you to give back the notes ? — Yes ; he said, “ You 
have no authority to withdraw the petition ; give me back the money.” 

252. Were they then in your pocket? — They were. 

253. Did you produce them ? — Yes, instantly, without the slightest hesitation 
in the world ; because 1 was quite aware that he would come back lor the 
money. 

254. And you handed them to Mr. Coppock? — Yes. 

255. You say you were about writing him a note ; what did you mean to say to 
lii m ? — I knew if he came back, and I was absent, he would get alarmed, and be 
might come very unceremoniously at a late hour to my lodgings and knock up the 
people, and I thought it better to apprize him by a note that he would be sure to 
find me at my lodgings. 

256. You were about writing to him to say you would remain at your lodgings 
for him? — Yes; I was about writing that note to him when he came in. 

257. Did you make any memorandum of the date of the notes ? — No, I did not 
make a written memorandum at all ; if he had not come in at the time I would 
have made a distinct memorandum of them. 

258. You dicl not make any memorandum? — I did not ; the only thing I can 
speak to is as to the fact that the numbers corresponded, and that the notes were 
one 1,000/. note, one 200/., and three 100/. notes. 

259. You do not know in whose handwriting those letters are, which are signed 
“ John Peyton ” ? — No. 

260. You can form no idea about it? — No, not at all. 

261. Mr. Callaghan.'] Did you mention the circumstances of the two first con- 
versations with Mr. Coppock to any person ? — To Mr. Walker I mentioned them, 
verbally, at least, the first conversation I do not think Mr. Walker was in town 
at the second ; but I wrote him every evening, and I also wrote to Mr. Somers 
every evening, and I wrote to one of the petitioners, Mr. Henery ; I also wrote to 
Mr. Graham. 

262. An account of the whole conversation? — I wrote an account of the pro- 
ceedings every evening. 

263. Mr. Keogh.] The first petition was presented on the 19th? — Yes. 

264. How long had you been in town before the presentation of the petition? 
— J think I arrived the morning of the 18th, 

265. This 
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265. This letter states, Mr Kelly has come over with a petition against Mr. 
Townley, and is at No. 1 1, Sbaftesbury-terrace, Pimlico ” f— Yes. 

2 66. The person therefore who wrote this letter must have known ot your arri- 
val? — It appears so. . . . ,, 

267. 3 Vlr. W. O. Gore.] What was your object in attempting to induce Mr. Oop- 
Tiock to commit this alleged breach of the privileges of The House? My object 
in going on with the matter was this : Mr. Talker told me something might be 
elicited from the interview which might turn to our advantage in regard to the 

"I'iB Did not you'eonsider you might implicate yourself by holding out induce- 
ments to him and exciting him to do so ? — I thought if I were the person to make 
the first overture I might ; but I do not think I did implicate myself. 

260 Mr. Armstrong.] You thought you might induce Mr. Coppock to do 
something which might injure his client in regard to the petition ’—Precisely so ; 

I do not think I could have implicated myself; if I could afterwards have retraced 
mv steps, perhaps I should have done so. _ 

270 Mr. IV. O. Gore.] Was it with the intention of retracing your steps that you 
took so little precaution to have evidence to bear out what you have lately said 
as to the transactions which took place ill Fendall’s Hotel ; you had no one with 
you to corroborate your testimony as to what took place there r— No ; there was 
fio one at the table but Mr. Coppock and myself. 

271 You must have been aware that your evidence would not have been suiii. 
cient to establish the statement against Coppock ?— At that time there was no 
intention of presenting a petition at all against Mr. Coppock, nor would there 
ever have been, only for Mr. Coppock’s own disclosure before the Examiner of 
Recognizances. 1 That came to Mr. Delany’s ears, who was then m London on 
some other business, and he insisted upon having a petition presented. 1 was 
not aware of any intention, nor do I believe there would have been any petition 
presented, only the matter was publicly stated before the Examiner of Recogni- 
zances, and then stated before a judge. We thought that it won d be right then 
that the House of Commons should be made aware of it, and the petition was 

*"^72. You stated just now that you did not take the numbers of the notes r— 

N °27'-! lffihese questions and answers in your evidence before the Sligo Elec- 
tion Committee : “ You stated to my learned friend, that you took the numbers 
of the notes? — Yes. When did you do thatr-I got the notes, you know. At 

the time they were paid to you, did you take the numbers . Yes. Why. 1 . 

wanted to be able to trace the notes ” r — I did not take them in writing. I com- 
pared the numbers on the half notes, hut my recollection does not serve me suffi- 
ciently to enable me to tell the numbers now. 

274 You do not call that taking the numbers of the notes, do you . That is 
what I intended. I did not make any memorandum of them m writing. 

Mr. Robert Peyton Graham, called in ; and Examined. 

277 WHAT is your profession 1 — I am an Irish Attorney and Solicitor. 

27A An affidavit of yours has been laid before the Committee with respect to 
your attendance before them?— Yes; that was made at the lime when I thought 
I should not be able to leave ; but the state of the poll was declaied on tuday, 
and I was able to come away. . , , . . 

277. Do you know Mr. John Peyton ?— Intimately ; he is my cousin geiman. 

278. Does he reside at No. 1, Bedford-place f— He was lodging there while he 

was waiting for a commission in the Horse Guards. , . 

279. Do you know the period of his residence there ? — Not precisely ; he is 

residing within two hours’ journey of London now. 

280 Where is he living?- He is residing with an uncle of mine at Goldmgton 
Park, in Herts, about six miles from one ot the stations on the Birmingham Kail- 

^81 Do you know whether he was residing at No. 1, Bedtord-place, on the 
18th of April?— I think he was ; I could not say the precise time ot his residing 



there. 



182. Do you know his handwriting ?— I do, very well. 
0.119. G 



283. Is 



Mr. W. Kelly. 



17 July 1848. 



Mr. 

R. P. Graham. 
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283. Is that it {a Letter being handed to the Witness )? — Not one word of it j s 
in his handwriting. 

284. Can you positively state that it is not in his handwriting? — I can positively 
state that not one word in it is in his handwriting. 

285. Or that {another Letter ) ? — Not one word of that is in his handwriting. 

286. Does it at all resemble his handwriting? — It is not even like it ; I have two 
or three letters of his in my pocket. 

287. Have you any objection to show one of them to the Committee? — No. 
{The Witness produced a Letter?) 

2S8. Have you any belief as to whose the handwriting of those letters is? 

No, I do not know whose the handwriting to those letters is. 

289. Mr. Keogh.] Did you tell Mr. Coppock that you knew in whose hand- 
writing they were? — No ; I told Mr. Coppock that I knew that they were not in 
Mr. Peyton’s handwriting. 

290. You had some conversation with Mr. Coppock as to the handwriting of 
the letters? — Yes; I told him that if he had produced the letters to me fairly, 
I would have undeceived him as to their not being his writing. 

291. Do you remember at any time conversing with Mr. Coppock about this? 

- — The only time I had a conversation with him about this was in this room. 

292. Had you only one conversation ? — Only one. 

293. Did you not, in conversation with Mr. Coppock, say, “ I can prove the 
handwriting for you”? — No, I did not. 

294. But you told him then that you could have proved that they were not the 
handwriting of Mr. Peyton ? — Yes ; and that I would have undeceived him if he had 
acted more candidly with me in the commencement. 

295. Mr. Armstrong.] Do you know Mr. Martin Cogan’s handwriting ?— I 
would not take upon myself to prove it. I have so slight a knowledge of it, that 
I could not prove or disprove his handwriting. 

296. Do you know whether that letter is in the handwriting of Mr. Cogan 
{a Letter being shown to the Witness ) ? — I cannot say whether it is or not. 

297. Mr. Callaghan?] Is Mr. Peyton now in the army ? — He will be in Tues- 
day’s Gazette ; he will be gazetted to the 87th Fusiliers. Mr. Peyton came to 
town in consequence of those two letters being produced. 

298. How do you know that? — I wrote to him to say that those letters were 
produced here not i nhis handwriting, and that he ought to come up and give an 
explanation. 

299. You have had considerable conversation with Mr. Peyton upon this sub- 
ject, have you ? — I have. 

300. Does he deny writing tne letters? — He not only denied it, but was very 
indignant upon it : he was going to Mr. Coppock, but I told him as there was 
going to be an inquiry about it, he had better not. 

301. Do you know if the Examiner of Recognizances was examined upon the 
Sligo Election Committee? — He was not. I was the agent of the petitioners in 
that case, and he was not examined. 

James Booth, Esq , called in ; and Examined. 

302. Mr. IV. O. Gore.] YOU are the Examiner of Election Recognizances? — 

I am. 

303. Did certain admissions on the part of Mr. Coppock take place in your 
presence with regard to certain proceedings for effecting a compromise of the 
Sligo election petition ? — All that passed in my room, according to my recollection, 
was this: objections were taken by Mr. Coppock to the sufficiency of the surety, 
and upon hearing those objections he desired further time in order to be pre- 
pared with his case. The application for further time was objected to on the 
other side, on the ground that he had already had sufficient time for getting up 
his case. To meet that he said, that during a portion of that time there had 
been a negotiation going on for withdrawing the petition. Mr. Serjeant Murphy, 
who appeared upon the other side, said, I know nothing of any such negotiation. 
Mr. Coppock said there is a gentleman present (pointing to Mr. Kelly) who 
knows that that is the case ; and if Mr. Booth will send to The Speaker’s secre- 
tary, he will find in his possession a letter upon the subject. In answer to that, 

I said, “ It is not for me to send to The Speaker’s secretary in order to supply 
you with evidence in support of the application which you are now making b ut 
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I said, “assuming fora moment that this negotiation had been going on during the 
time you suggest, what explanation do you give as to the remainder of the time?” 
The explanation he gave was not sufficient, and I refused the application. I 
think that was the whole that passed. Mr. Kelly made no answer either one way 
or the other ; he did not deny or admit that there was any negotiation. 

304. Did Mr. Coppock mention anything with regard to money ? — Nothing 
whatever; nothing more than I have now stated, according to my recollection. 
I think the word “compromise” was not mentioned; the expression was “a 
negotiation for withdrawing the petition.” There is a power to withdraw under 
the Act of Parliament, and it is customary when a petition is withdrawn to come 
to some arrangement as to costs, and 1 supposed it was some arrangement of that 
kind, and made no inquiry into it. 

305. You did not hear any of the particulars as to the nature of the negotia- 
tion ? — Not at all. 

306. Mr. Armstrong.'] There is a power of withdrawal under the Act, is not 
there ? — There is. 

307. Mr. Callaghan .] Mr. Coppock alluded to Mr. Kelly, as being one of the 
parties who was prepared to effect the withdrawal of the petition?— He said 
“ There is a gentleman present who knows there has been this negotiation,” alluding 
to Mr. Kelly. 

308. He merely said that Mr. Kelly knew of the negotiation ? — That was the 
impression conveyed to my mind. 



Mercurii, 19° die Julii, 1848. 



MEMBERS PRESENT. 



The Lord Advocate. 

Mr. Armstrong. 

Mr. Wm. Ormsby Gore. 
Mr. Hay ter. 



Mr. Headlam. 
Mr. Heywood. 
Mr. Keogh. 
Mr. Ogle. 



WILLIAM RICHARD ORMSBY GORE, Esq. in the Chair. 



Henry Stonor, Esq. called in ; and Examined. 

309. Chairman .] YOU are a Barrister?— I am. 

310. Were you conducting agent for Mr. Townley in the Sligo election? — 
Certainly not. I am a barrister, and it is not the capacity of a barrister to be con- 
ducting agent. 

311. Mr. Armstrong.] Were you consulted by Mr. Townley during the elec- 
tion? — No; I advised him afterwards; in fact, I was his counsel upon the 
petition, but I was not his counsel at the election. I do not consider he had a 
counsel at the election. 

312. Chairman.] Do you know anything of the compromise of the petition 
against his return ? — I have read the petition presented by Mr. Delany, and some 
of the facts therein stated I believe to be true and others I do not believe to be 
true. 

313. Do you know anything of your own personal knowledge ? — No. 

314. Only from hearsay? — Only from hearsay. 

315. Mr. Keogh.] This is a letter addressed to you, signed by John Peyton 
( a Letter being shown to the Witness) ? — Yes, I received that letter. 

316. Through the post ? — Through the post, on Wednesday in the week before 
Easter week. 

317. It appears to bear date, Tuesday the 1 8th? — That is the date. I am not 
certain of the day of the month. 

318. That letter states, “ I have sent the same letter to Mr. Townley,” and the 

0.119. 1) postmark 



J. Booth, Esq- 
17 July 1848. 



Henry Stonor, Esq. 
19 July 1848. 
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Hcnty Stonor, Esq. 

*&. July i«4*‘ 



postmark on Mr. Townley’s is the 18 th ; did you communicate the purport of that 
letter to. Mr. Townley ? — Yes. 

319. Did Mr. Townley show you the letter written to him ?— Yes. 

320. What did you do with both Letters after you received this letter? — Mr. 
Townley did not give me the letter which he received. I had my own letter, and 
before I saw Mr. Townley I replied to it. I stated that I had not the pleasure of 
knowing Mr. William Kelly, hut if he chose to call at my chambers I should he 
happy to see him. I addressed that letter to Mr. Peyton. 

321 . Did Mr. Townley give you the letter which 1 hold in my hand ? — No ; he 
showed it to nie, but lie did not give it to me. 

322. Did it ever come into your possession afterwards ? — I think it did ; I 
have seen it repeatedly, but whether it came to my chambers I am not certain. 

323. Did it remain in your custody for any time ? — I think not, but I cannot 
recollect that positively. 

324. That letter which you received was sent to Mr. Coppock? — It was. 

325. By you ? — I left it with Mr. Coppock's clerk. 

326. At his chambers ?■ — Yes. 

327. Had you known Mr. Coppock previously? — No. 

328. Did you leave the letter with any directions ? — No ; I merely said that 
I should calf again, and I left the letter, with a copy of the petition and a Sligo 
newspaper containing the poll and some other facts about the late election, and 
1 said I would call again. 

329. Can you recollect whether at the time you had with you this letter 
addressed to Mr. Townley ?— I am sure I had not. 

330. Or at any subsequent period ?— That I am not so certain of ; I may have 
had it subsequently. 

331. After you had called at Mr. Coppock’s chambers and left this letter, and 
left word that you would call again, did you call again ? — Yes, I called in the 
evening. 

332. And you saw Mr. Coppock ? — Yes. 

333. On what day did you call? — On the Thursday in Easter week. 

334. That would be about the 27th, assuming the previous Wednesday to be 
the 19th? — It would be the week after. 

335. You came the same evening and spoke to Mr. Coppock upon the subject 
of this letter ? — Yes. 

336. Did you give him any instructions respecting it? — No ; I gave him no in- 
structions; he had seen Mr. Kelly previously, and he told me the communication 
that had passed between them. 

337. Chairman .] Are you positive that it was on the Thursday in Easter week ? 
— Yes, for I came up from Brighton on purpose. 

338. Mr. Keogh.] That was the first communication that you had with Mr. 
Coppock ? — Yes ; I left the letter in the morning, and I made some calls that I 
had to make in town, and I came back again in the evening and saw Mr. 
Coppock. 

339. Did Mr. Coppock then state to you that there was a compromise pending:' 
— I think I had better answer that question by stating what passed. He stated 
that he had seen Mr. William Kelly, and that he thought that it was a bubble 
petition got up by parties in Sligo on the speculation that some party would take 
it up against Mr. Townley for the sake of getting money ; he did not know what 
they wanted ; and Mr. Kelly said he thought he could get the petition withdrawn 
at once. 

340. Who said that it was a bubble petition ? — Mr. Coppock said it, and Mr. 
Kelly assented to it ; Mr. Coppock stated that Mr. Kelly had stated that Mr. 
Somers, and he also, as a friend of Mr. Somers, had spent a good deal of money 
upon the previous petition and at the contest; whether it was 3,000 /., or upwards 
of 2,000/. I am not certain ; and that they would not exercise their influence to 
get this petition withdrawn unless they got that money paid. 

341. Did you authorize Mr. Coppock to pay that money ? — I told Mr. Coppock 
that it was better, under the circumstances, to pay this money, if we could induce 
the parties to withdraw the petition. I knew that the petitioners were parties in 
humble life, and that unless they were encouraged by Mr. Somers they would not 
go on ; and therefore I thought, if Mr. Somers and Mr. Kelly withdrew their 
countenance, the petition would be immediately withdrawn. 
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342. You knew that ? — I imagined so. 

343. Had you previously known Mr. Kelly?— I had seen him at Sligo, as a 
friend of' Mr. Somers ; whether as agent or not of Mr. Somers I do not know. 

344. You authorized Mr. Coppock to give the sum of money ?— He did not 
mention any sum. 

345. You authorized him to give a reasonable sum ? — Yes; I said I would 
supply the money. 

346. Were you authorized by Mr. Townley to do so? — Certainly not. 

347. You did so upon your own responsibility? — Yes. 

348. Did you give the money to Mr. Coppock afterwards ? — I did, on the 
following Monday. 

349. On your own responsibility? — Yes. 

330. Was that your own money ? — Some was mine, and some was money I had 
received for a particular purpose; to settle accounts at Sligo. 

351. It was Mr. Townley ’s money?— It was money that I had to account for 
to his solicitor ; I received the money from the solicitor to settle accounts. I had 
seen the agent in Ireland : he had always spoken to me on the subject in Ireland; 

1 had always assisted Mr. Townley ; and the solicitor came to me instead of going 
to Mr. Townley. 

352. Can you say how much of the 1,500/. was Mr. Townley’s money? — 
About goo /. I suppose. 

353. The remainder was your own? — Yes. 

354. Mr. Townley gave you this letter? — He did; he showed it to me at all 
events. I rather think that is the letter he showed me, and I think I may have 
told Mr. Coppock that he had received that letter; but I am sure now 1 had not 
that letter till it was given to Mr. Coppock afterwards, when the petition had 
been presented. 

355- You said, in answer to a question put by the Chairman, that you were 
not conducting agent for Mr. Townley, and could not be, but that you were 
counsel for him on the petition ? — On the petition that was disposed of ; I was 
first retained as counsel, but afterwards I gave up my brief and went abroad. 

356. Were you counsel upon the former petition? — Yes. 

357. Was that on behaif of Mr. Townley’s petitions? — No. 

358. Mr. Armstrong.'] You say the 900/. you had from Mr. Townley you had 
for some purposes of the election, and you used it for this purpose ? — I had 
received the sum for another purpose, to pay Mr. Canton’s bill. 

359. You had the money for some purpose, and in your discretion you thought 
you might lay it out better for this purpose, but you had no authority from Mr. 
Townley to do it ? — No; and if I had not had this money I should have gone 
and got money for this purpose, for I thought it was a very desirable thing that 
the petition should be withdrawn; and that by giving this money to Mr. Somers 
he would withdraw his countenance to this petition and the petition would fail, 
the petitioners being persons in humble life. 

360. This was given to Mr. Somers to reimburse some portion of the expenses 
he had incurred in the former election ? — Yes. 

361. Mr. Keogh.] Do you know Mr. Townley’s handwriting? — Perfectly. 

362. Is that his handwriting (a Paper being shown to the Witness)'; — Yes, that 
is Mr. Townley’s. 

363. Mr. Ogle.'] Do I understand you to say, that by giving this money to 
Mr. Somers you considered the petition would be withdrawn? — Yes, in this man- 
ner: I considered that the parties themselves were in humble life, and totally 
unable to carry on the petition unless Mr. Somers assisted them by procuring 
money in some way; and that by paying him this 1,500/. (originally it was men- 
tioned as a small sum) he would withdraw his countenance, and the petition would 
of itself fail. 

364. Chairman.] You did not think of moving at all in the matter till you 
received that letter ? — Certainly not. 

365. You do not know the handwriting at all? — I do not ; it is in the same 
handwriting as Mr. Townley’s. 

366. Mr. Keogh.] Was any portion of the 900/. to pay the expense of the 
former petition ?— No. 

367. Chairman.] You did not see Mr. John Peyton, the writer of that letter? 
—No. 

o. 119. d 2 368. Nor 
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368. Nor any one who acknowledged that he was the writer of the letter? — No. 

369. Mr. Keogh.] In consequence of that, you wrote to Mr. Kelly ? — I wrote 
to Mr. Peyton, in answer to this letter, stating that I had not the pleasure of 
knowing Mr. Kelly, but that if he called at my chambers I should be happy to 
see him. 

370. Did he call? — No. 

371. You never received any answer to your letter? — No; I sent it by my 
servant to Mr. Peyton’s lodgings, according to the address in the letter, and the 
answer was, that it would be attended to immediately. 

372. There was somebody there to receive your letter? — Yes. 

373. Mr. Hayter.] Did you say that the person who brought this letter men- 
tioned Mr. Kelly’s name ? — No, the letter came through the post. The letter is 
to the effect that if I would see Mr. Kelly, it would save Mr. Townley a great 
deal of trouble and expense. 1 thought the petition was likely to be taken up by 
some one as a venture, and therefore I thought it was better to buy off Mr. 
Kelly and Mr. Somers, if they were willing to be bought off. 

374. Did you send your letter to Shaftesbury-terrace ? — To the address of the 
letter, but it was not Shaftesbury-terrace. 

375. Lord Advocate.] Did you say that the petition was taken up as a venture r 
— 1 thought the petitioners had presented the petition in the hope that some 
party would take it up, for I knew the circumstances of the people in Sligo very 
well. 

376. Mr. Keogh .] But they presented the petition, did they not? — They did. 

377. Do you know bv whom the expenses of the former petition were paid ? — 
Yes. 

378. Have you any objection to state it? — Yes, I object to state that. I was 
counsel in the former petition. 

379. Did Mr. Townley know of your giving those instructions to Mr. Coppock ? 
— He knew this much, that I had been to Mr. Coppock and given him that 
letter. In the first instance I saw Mr. Townley at Brighton, on the Wednesday 
in Easter week, and I told him that I should go to Mr. Coppock, and I should 
give him the letter, and that I should instruct Mr. Coppock to attend to the 
recognizances. 

380. Did you communicate to Mr. Townley that it would be advisable to com- 
promise this matter? — No; I had my own opinion upon the subject, but I took 
care not to express it to him ; I thought it would be better not to do so. 

381. Did he tell you that he had given his letter to Mr. Coppock? — Certainly 
not ; he had not done so at that time. 

382. Had Mr. Coppock the letter which was written to Mr. Townley when 
you had the conversation with him, after coming from Mr. Keliy ? — I should say 
not. 

383. As a matter of course, then, he could not have produced that letter to 
Mr. Kelly? — Certainly not. 

384. It was subsequently to the communication with Mr. Kelly 7 that Mr. Town- 
ley forwarded his letter to Mr. Coppock ? — I think it was not till long after ; it 
was not till Mr. Delany’s petition was presented. 

385. But you knew of its existence? — Yes, I knew of it very shortly after I 
received my own. 

386. Mr. Heyzcood.] You have never seen Mr. Peyton at all ? — No. 

387. Nor heard of him ? — I believe there is such a person. 

388. Mr. Keogh.] Did you get back the money that you paid to Mr. Coppock ■ 
->—l have received 500 l. back from Mr. Coppock. 

.389. Chairman.] You seem to have been the moving party ; did you limit 
Mr. Coppock as to the amount to which he should go ? — No. 

390. Do you know anything about the promise of a situation in lieu of an addi- 
tional 500 /. ? — I do not know, of my own knowledge, anything of the promise of 
a situation. 

391. Mr. Keogh.] Do you know, of your own knowledge, of any letter being 
written to Mr. Townley ? — Yes. 

392. To be given to Mr. Kelly ? — No, not to be given to Mr. Kelly. 

393. Do you know of any letter being written by Mr. Townley, and given to 
Mr. Coppock, for the purposes of this alleged compromise? — I knew of a letter 
being written by Mr. Townley under different circumstances, and given by me to 
Mr. Coppock to assist in this compromise. 

394. What 
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394. What has become of that letter?— I really do not know; I believe Mr Henry Stonor, Esq. 
Coppock has got it ; I have never seen it since. 

395. Chairman.'] Do you remember the effect of the letter? — Yes. 19 u y 1 4 * 

396. Mr. Keogh.] You gave the letter to Mr. Coppock? — Yes. 

397. You have not seen it since? — No. 

398. You said it v/as in Mr. Coppock’s possession ?— Yes. 

399. That letter was signed by Mr. Townley ? — Yes. 

400. Do you know whether that letter has been destroyed r — I do not know. 

401. Mr. Coppock was the agent of Mr. Townley ? — Yes. 

The Committee-room was cleared. 



After a short time Mr. Coppock and Henry Stonor, Esq were called in. 

402. Lord Advocate.] (To Mr. Coppock.) There is a petition which concludes Mr. Corpock 

against you, as well as Mr. Townley, in these terms : “ Petitioner humbly submits ^ air ^ or E 
that the conduct of said Charles Townley, and his agent, said James Coppock, < nry " anar ’ 

has been corrupt and illegal, and a gross infraction of the privileges of The House, 

and praying that a Select Committee of The House may be appointed to inquire 
into the matter, and take such other and further cognizance of it as it may deem 
fit and proper, in order to uphold the dignity and purity of proceedings before The 
House.” Now, as I understand it, this has occurred in the course of the examina- 
tion, that one of the witnesses, who has been before the Committee, Mr. Kelly, 
has stated, that you, in a conversation with him, had a certain letter in your 
hand : and there is another witness who says there was a letter written under 
certain circumstances relating to the compromise of the petition against Mr. 

Townley, which letter he gave to you. A question has arisen as to examining 
into the contents of that letter; and the Committee wish to know whether you 
are willing to produce that letter or not? — (Mr. Coppock.) I never saw a letter 
written by Mr. Townley to Mr. Kelly in my life. 

403. Mr. Armstrong.] You say you cannot produce such a letter as described 
bv Mr. Kelly, because there never was such a letter written?— I never saw such 
a letter. 

404. Chaii'man .] Mr. Kelly does not describe it as having been written 
to him ?— I understood it so. The question asked of Mr. Stonor, as I under- 
stood it, was whether he took the letter that was written by Mr. Townley to Mr. 

Kelly. 

The Witnesses were directed to withdraw. 

After some time the Witnesses were again called in. 

The previous evidence of Mr. Stonor, relating to the letter, was read. 



405. Chaii'man .] (To Mr. Coppock.) The Committee wish to inform you that 
you are at liberty to produce the letter there referred to or not, as you think 
proper? — I think there is an error, if you will allow me to say so, in Mr. Stoner’s 
evidence. There was no such letter given to assist in the compromise ; I know 
nothing of any letter given to assist in the compromise. 

40G. Mr. Armstrong.] You have no such letter? — No. 

407. Lord Advocate.] What you say is, that you could not produce such a letter, 
because you have no such letter ? — I should wish to be distinctly understood by 
the Committee. I do not mean to say that I could not produce a letter from 
Mr. Townley, but I never saw a letter of Mr. Townley’s given to assist in this com- 
promise. 

408. Mr. Ogle.) Nor with any view to it ? — No. — (Mr. Stonor.) What I meant 
by saying that the letter was given in order to assist in the compromise, was, that 
I should^not have obtained that letter from Mr. Townley unless with the view to the 
compromise that was taking place, but it was no part oi the compromise. 

409-10. Chairman .] Do you adhere to that portion ot your evidence in which 
you said that the letter was to assist in the compromise? — 1 do not think that 
I should ever have got that letter unless the compromise had taken place. I 
do not think that Tshould have got the letter from Mr. Townley unless I had 
heard of the compromise, but Mr. Townley knew nothing of the compromise. 
I obtained it from him under different circumstances, and I gave it to Mr. Cop- 
pock after the compromise was effected, therefore it was not to assist in the 

0.119. D3 compromise 
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compromise ; but at the same time, I cannot say that the letter would have been 
got if it had not been for the compromise. 

411. Lord Advocate .] Was the letter acted upon in making the compromise ?— 
I believe not. 

412. It was not acted upon by you ?-*— Certainly not. 

413. Was it to your knowledge acted upon by Mr. Coppock in making the 
compromise? — I believe not. 

414. Was it exhibited to any of the other parties to the compromise ? — I believe 
it was ; at least if you call it a compromise : I must object to the term. 

415! Any of the parties to the arrangement? — I believe it was exhibited to 
Mr. Kellv with the view of inducing Mr. Kelly and Mr. Somers, probably, to 
continue the course they had already resolved upon. 

416. Do you know that of your own knowledge ? — I believe so. 

417. Chairman.] Do yon know the day on which you gave that letter to Mr. 
Coppock ?— Yes, on Monday. 

418. Mr. Keogh ] Before or after Easter? — It was the Monday in the week 
after. 

419. That was the day you cave the letter to Mr. Coppock ? — Yes. 

420. Yon say that you believe that letter was shown to Mr. Kelly with the 
view of inducing him and Mr. Somers to persist in the course they had previously 
arranged to take? — Yes. 

421. Lord Advocate.'] In the course of the negotiation for the arrangement ? — 
No: I think the arrangement was perfected at that time, and after that there was 
a request made to me that I would obtain that letter; Mr. Coppock asked me 
whether I would obtain it, and I obtained it of Mr. Townley, and it was shown, 
I believe, to Mr. Kelly. 

422. Chairman.] To whom was the letter addressed ?— To Mr. Coppock. 

423. Mr. Keoghi] Did the giving a letter, without speaking of the contents 
of the letter, form any part of the proposed arrangement ?— Certainly not, as far 
as I know. 

424. You said that you believed that letter was shown to Mr. Kelly ? — I believe 
it was. 

425. Was that before or after you had given the 1,500 l. to Mr. Coppock? — 
After. 

426. Are you certain of that? — Yes. 

427. Did you give the 1,500/. at once, or did you give i,ooo Z. at one time 
and 500 Z. at another? — I gave 1,250/. in the morning, and I gave 500/. after- 
wards ; I gave altogether 1,750 /. 

428. Was there any reason assigned for making the demand for the other 500 /. ? 
—Yes, there was a reason assigned, that Mr. William Kelly wanted money; he 
always represented himself as having been out of pocket by the previous election ; 
and he said also that he had had the promise of some situation, and that his 
prospects were blighted, and that he wanted to get some money. 

429. You told us that there was a subsequent payment of 500 /. after you had 
given 1 ,250 Z. ; was there any reason assigned for the additional demand of 500 Z. ; 
you say there was, that Mr. Kelly wanted money? — Yes. 

430. Was it that he wanted more money than you had promised to give? — 
Yes. 

431. The first arrangement was for the payment of 1,000 Z. ? — £.1,000, or 
1,250 Z. ; that was the sum that Mr. Coppock mentioned, and which I provided. 

432. And subsequently Mr. Kelly said that he ought to have an additional 
500 /. — Yes. 

433. And the letter of Mr. Townley’s was written before the subsequent 
demand for the 500Z. ? — Yes. 

The Committee-room was cleared. 

After some time the Witness was again called in. 

434. Chairman.] The Committee wish to know the contents of the letter r — 
The letter was simply this: Mr. Kelly staled to Mr. Coppock that his prospects 
in life were blighted, and that Mr. Somers had procured for him the promise of 
a situation of some kind or other, and that in consequence of Mr. Somers being 
turned out of Parliament, he would not get that situation. Mr. Coppock told me 
that Mr. Kelly would be very glad if he could obtain a letter from Mr. Townley 
saying that he would carry out any engagement of Mr. Somers with regard to him, 

Kelly 
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ir„ll„ TTnon Mr. CooDOck mentioning that matter to me, I said that it was a Bmrg Stmor, Esq. 

matter of some difficulty, and that I did not like it, but I would see what I could 

do with regard to it. I went up to Mr. Townley s, and I told him that the petition J ) 

was withdrawn, and congratulated him upon it ; and then I said to him, “ Have 

von any objection to write a letter of this kind to Mr. Coppock : Mr. William 

Kellv lias behaved very well in not encouraging these parties to go on ; and he 

and Mr. Somers behaved very well to vou at Sligo, and it is also very desirable to 

conciliate Mr. Somers’ friends,’ ” (which was the case) «■ ‘ and will you perform the 

engagements which Mr. Somers has made with Mr. William Kelly r Mr. 

Townley said that he had no kind of objection to perform any engagement of Mr. 

Somers lor Mr. Kelly, provided he was a fit and proper person ; and I said, You 

remember that we endeavoured to conciliate Mr. Somers’ friends at Sligo unsuc- 
cessfully, and I think that this will be the best step towards it. Mr. iownley 
then wrote a letter from a draft that I handed to him, winch had been furnished 
to me by Mr. Coppock. It stated that Mr. Townley would be very happy to 
carry out Mr. Somers’ engagement in favour of Mr. Kelly, in the most general 
terms. I gave that letter to Mr. Coppock. ,, 

435. Mr. Keogh.] Did the letter which you gave to Mr. Coppock pledge Mr. 

Townley to use his influence to get a Government appointment for Mr. Kelly r— 

No : to perform M r. Somers’ engagements. 

436. Have you the draft which was given to you of that letter f — No. 

437. What has become of it r— I think I gave it hack to Mr. Coppock. 

438. Did it mention the name of Mr. Townley’s brother ?— Certainly not. 

430 Did it mention the name of Lord Canroys ? — Certainly not. 

I40. Were there ill that letter any words amounting to this statement, pledging 
Mr. Townley in the strongest possible way to get a Government appointment for 
Mr" Kelly and to get bis brother and Lord Camoys to use their influence to have 
him appointed ?— Nothing of the kind ; it is a perfect falsehood ; at the end of 
the draft which Mr. Coppock gave me, I remember that there was some expres- 
sion which I thought too strong, and 1 drew Mr. Townley’s attention to it, and he 

SU 44l What was the strong expression that you objected to ?— Generally to 
server Mr. Kelly, which 1 thought objectionable, not knowing much oi Mr. 

K 442 Can you recal to your recollection the wolds in which the letter was 
framed? — I think I can, generally. I wish to add this explanation of the whole 
transaction. The feeling which guided me 111 the matter was this : Mr Somers 
had certainly behaved very well in Sligo, and Mr. Townley and I both felt that lie 
had been very much injured by the loss of his seat ; a strong party there had 
invited him to stand, and we thought it was even stronger than it was, but at all 
events it was strong enough to unseat him ; we felt that he was very much injured 
by it ; and speaking for myself, and to the best of my belief for Mr. Townley, his 
feeling was, that lie would be happy to serve Mr. Somers or any of his friends. 

Ido not mean to say that it was altogether a disinterested feeling, for Mr. 

Townley wished to keep the seat, and therefore to be on good terms with them , 
hut there was a personal feeling that we should be happy to serve Mr. homers or 
Mr. Kelly, as far as they were capable of being served. 

443. Do I understand that when you state the terms of the letter you mean 
that, though not the exact words, they were very nearly the purport of the lettei . 

— As nearly as I can remember they were the words of the letter, 

444. At that time you had told Mr. Townley that the petition was withdrawn ? 

445. a Xord b< !ld»ociite.] As far as you can recollect tire import of the letter and 
the words, yon have stated them ?-Yes ; I do not like to volunteer anything, as 
Mr. Coppock is another party in the matter ; but I should be willing to state, as 
far as Mr. Townley and myself are concerned, the smallest particulat relatm B 

t0 446. Mr. Keogh,] Do you know of any letter having been written by Mr. 

Townley on or prior to the 1st of May, relative to an appointment tor Mr. Kelly, 
except the letter to which you have already alluded ? — Certainly not; 1 may say 
that if there had been such a letter I should have known it. 

447. That is the only letter ? — 1 hat is the only letter. 
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